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UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  SERVICE 

PLANT  PEST  CONTROL  BRANCH 

NOTICES  OF  JUDGMENT  UNDER  THE  FEDERAL  INSECTICIDE, 
FUNGICIDE,  AND  RODENTICIDE  ACT 

Nos.  201-230 


The  following  notices  of  judgment  relate  to  cases  arising  in  the  United  States 
District  Courts  and  are  approved  for  publication  as  provided  in  section  6  of  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  135d). 

M.  R.  Clarkson, 
Acting  Administrator,  Agricultural  Research  Service. 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  15, 195k. 


201.  Lack  of  registration,  misbranding,  and  adulteration  of  "BARCO  12% 
B.  H.  C.  DUST  CONCENTRATE."  U.  S.  v.  ninety-one  50-pound  bags, 
more  or  less,  of  "BARCO  12%  B.  H.  C.  DUST  CONCENTRATE."  Default 
decree  of  condemnation.     (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  186.     I.  D.  No.  20599.) 

The  product,  "BARCO  12%  B.  H.  C.  DUST  CONCENTRATE,"  was  not  regis- 
tered under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  Upon 
examination,  the  product  was  found  to  contain  6.38%  of  gamma  isomer  of  benzene 
hexachloride  and  43.30%  of  other  isomers  of  benzene  hexachloride  instead  of 
12%  gamma  isomer  of  benzene  hexachloride  and  74%  of  other  isomers  of  benzene 
hexachloride,  as  claimed  on  the  label. 

On  May  13,  1952,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Texas,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  ninety-one 
50-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "BARCO  12%  B.  H.  C.  DUST  CONCENTRATE," 
at  Sweetwater,  Tex.,  alleging  that  on  or  about  August  28,  1951,  the  product  was 
transported  interstate  by  Barco  Chemicals,  Inc.,  from  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  in 
violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  and  was  not  registered 
with  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  the  labeling  stated  in  part, 

"Gamma  Isomer  of  Benzene  Hexachloride 12% 

Other    Isomers 74% 

Inert 14%" 

whereas  the  product  contained  less  than  12%  gamma  isomer  of  benzene  hexa- 
chloride, less  than  74%  of  other  isomers  of  benzene  hexachloride,  and  more  than 
14%  of  inert  ingredients. 

The  product  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in 
that  its  strength  or  purity  fell  below  the  professed  standard  of  quality  as 
expressed  on  its  labeling  since  the  labels  bore  the  statement,  quoted  above,  which 
implied  or  represented  that  the  product  contained  12%  gamma  isomer  of  benzene 
hexachloride,  74%  of  other  isomers  of  benzene  hexachloride  and  not  more  than 
14%  inert  ingredients,  whereas  the  product  contained  less  than  12%  gamma 
isomer  of  benzene  hexachloride,  less  than  74%  of  other  isomers  of  benzene  hexa- 
chloride and  more  than  14%  of  inert  ingredients. 

On  September  10,  1952,  a  decree  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  brought  into  compliance  with  the  act. 
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202.  Lack  of  registration  of  "MORTRON  VAPORIZER  With  MORTANE"  and 

"MORTANE."  U.  S.  v.  707  cartons,  more  or  less,  of  "MORTRON  VAPOR- 
IZER With  MORTANE"  and  2,568  '4 -ounce  packages,  more  or  less,  of 
"MORTANE."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture  and  destruc- 
tion.    (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  189.     I.  D.  Nos.  24846  and  24847.) 

The  products,  "MORTRON  VAPORIZER  With  MORTANE"  and  "MORTANE," 
were  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide 
Act. 

The  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  Florida,  acting  upon 
a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court, 
a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  707  cartons,  more 
or  less,  of  "MORTRON  VAPORIZER  With  MORTANE"  and  2.5G8  *4 -ounce 
packages,  more  or  less,  of  "MORTANE,"  at  Miami,  Fla.,  alleging  that  the  products 
were  economic  poisons  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  April 
30,  1952,  and  May  1,  1952,  by  the  Exterminator  Corporation  of  America  from 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

On  December  23,  1953,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy 
the  products.  On  May  6,  1954,  an  amended  judgment  was  entered  and  it  was 
ordered  that  the  electric  cords  and  plugs  be  given  to  certain  charitable  institu- 
tions for  their  use  as  the  electric  cords  and  plugs  were  in  nowise  a  danger  nor 
did  they  contain  an  economic  poison.  The  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  said  707  cartons  of  "MORTRON  VAPORIZER  With  MORTANE"  and 
2,508  %-ounce  packages  of  "MORTANE." 

203.  Lack  of  registration  and  lack  of  required  information  on  labels  of  "UNI- 

VERSAL UNI-CIDE".  U.  S.  v.  one  50-gallon  drum,  more  or  less,  of 
"UNIVERSAL  UNI-CIDE".  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture 
and  destruction.     ( I.  F.  &  R.  No.  233.     I.  D.  No.  27885. ) 

The  product,  "UNIVERSAL  UNI-CIDE"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  An  examination  showed  that  the 
label  affixed  to  the  container  of  the  product  did  not  bear  a  statement  of  net  weight 
or  measure  of  the  content. 

On  July  17,  1953,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  South 
Carolina,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court,  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of  one  50-gallon  drum,  more  or  less,  of  "UNIVERSAL  UNI-CIDE"  at  Columbia, 
S.  C,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  trans- 
ported interstate  on  or  about  April  1,  1953,  by  Universal  Laboratories  from 
Tampa,  Fla.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  label  affixed  to  the  container  of  the  product  did  not  com- 
ply with  the  act  in  that  it  failed  to  bear  a  statement  of  the  net  weight  or  measure 
of  the  content  of  the  container. 

On  September  1,  1953,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy 
the  product. 

204.  Lack    of    registration    of    "METHO-NOX    INSECTICIDE    REFILL    FOR 

COLUMBIA  AUTOMATIC  INSECTICIDER  VAPORIZER"  and  "COL- 
DANE  Chemical  Refill  for  Fly  Control  Unit."  U.  S.  v.  Seventy  1-ounce 
containers,  more  or  less,  of  "METHO-NOX  INSECTICIDE  REFILL  FOR 
COLUMBIA  INSECTICIDER  VAPORIZER"  and  one  hundred  and  sixty- 
six  1-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "COLDANE  Chemical  Refill  for 
Fly  Control  Unit."  Decree  of  condemnation,  releasing  the  product,  "COL- 
DANE Chemical  Refill  for  Fly  Control  Unit,"  and  providing  for  the  de- 
struction of  "METHO-NOX  INSECTICIDE  REFILL  FOR  COLUMBIA 
AUTOMATIC  INSECTICIDER  VAPORIZER."  (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  231.  I.  D. 
Nos.  26454  and  126455.) 

The  products,  "METHO-NOX  INSECTICIDE  REFILL  FOR  COLUMBIA  AU- 
TOMATIC INSECTICIDER  VAPORIZER"  and  "COLDANE  Chemical  Refill 
for  Fly  Control  Unit"  were  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungi- 
cide, and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  July  2,  1953,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  Indi- 
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ana,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court,  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of  seventy  1-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "METHO-NOX  INSECTICIDE 
REFILL  FOR  COLUMBIA  AUTOMATIC  INSECTICIDER  VAPORIZER"  and 
one  hundred  and  sixty-six  1-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "COLDANE 
Chemical  Refill  for  Fly  Control  Unit"  at  Evansville,  Ind.,  alleging  that  the  prod- 
ucts were  economic  poisons  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about 
April  15,  1953,  by  Columbia  Chemical  Company,  Inc.,  from  Chicago,  111.,  in 
violation  of  tbe  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture as  required  by  Section  4  of  the  act. 

Columbia  Chemical  Company,  Inc.,  Chicago,  111.,  claimed  ownership  of  the 
product,  "COT-DANE  Chemical  Refill  for  Fly  Control  Unit"  and  a  decree  of  con- 
demnation was  entered  releasing  the  product  to  the  claimant.  A  decree  of 
condemnation  was  entered  providing  for  the  destruction  of  the  product, 
"METHO-NOX  INSECTICIDE  REFILL  FOR  COLUMBIA  AUTOMATIC 
INSECTICIDER  VAPORIZER." 

205.  Lack  of  registration  of  '  "FLY  GONE"  FLY  AND  INSECT  KILLER'  and 

"PURE  LINDANE  INSECTICIDE".    U.  S.  v.  27  units,  more  or  less,  of 

'"FLY  GONE"  FLY  AND  INSECT  KILLER'  and  nineteen  l'/2-ounce  con- 

tainers,  more  or  less,  of  "PURE  LINDANE  INSECTICIDE".    Default 

decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture  and  destruction.     (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  232. 

I.  D.  No.  2&452.) 

The   products    '"FLY   GONE"    FLY   AND    INSECT    KILLER'    and    "PURE 

LINDANE  INSECTICIDE",  were  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide, 

Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  or  about  June  30,  1953,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  Dis- 
trict of  Indiana,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  United  States  District  Court,  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and 
confiscation  of  27  units,  more  or  less,  of  '  "FLY  GONE"  FLY  AND  INSECT 
KILLER'  and  nineteen  1%-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "PURE  LINDANE 
INSECTICIDE",  at  Spencer,  Ind.,  alleging  that  the  products  were  economic  poi- 
sons which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  May  21,  1953,  by  The 
Home  Mfg.  &  Sales  Company,  from  Piqua,  Ohio,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  as  required  by  Section  4  of  the  act. 

On  September  14, 1953,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshall  was  ordered  to  destroy 
the  products. 

206.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "15%  ALDRIN  FOR  EXPERI- 

MENTAL PURPOSES  ONLY."  U.  S.  v.  250  50-pound  bags,  more  or  less, 
of  "15%  ALDRIN  FOR  EXPERIMENTAL  PURPOSES  ONLY."  Consent 
decree  of  condemnation  and  release  under  bond.  (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  194. 
I.  D.  No.  25242.) 

The  product,  "15%  ALDRIN  FOR  EXPERIMENTAL  PURPOSES  ONLY," 
was  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide 
Act,  and  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an 
ingredient  statement  as  is  required  by  the  act. 

On  June  12,  1952,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Texas,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of  250  50-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "15%  ALDRIN  FOR  EXPERIMENTAL 
PURPOSES  ONLY,"  at  Taft,  Texas,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic 
poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  by  Reasor-Hill  Corporation,  on 
or  about  February  9,  1951,  from  Jacksonville,  Ark.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  is  required  by  Section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  the  label  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an 
ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  and  percentage  of  each  of  the  active 
ingredients,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  or  an 
ingredient  statement  giving  the  names  of  each  of  the  active  and  each  of  the 
inert  ingredients  in  the  descending  order  of  the  percentage  of  each  present  in 
each  classification,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients. 

The  Reasor-Hill  Corporation,  Jacksonville,  Ark.,  claimed  ownership  of  the 
product  and  requested  its  release  under  bond  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  the 


144  INSECTICIDE,    FUNGICIDE,    AND    RODENTICIDE    ACT    LI.F.  R.  N.  J. 

product  into  compliance  with  the  act,  and  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  condemna- 
tion decree.  On  September  4,  1952,  a  decree  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  it 
was  ordered  that  the  product  be  released  to  the  claimant  under  bond. 

207.  Lack  of  registration  and  required  information  on  label,  misbranding,  and 

adulteration  of  "NACO  LUCKY  SEED  BED  No.  30  4-9-3."  U.  S.  v.  105 
100-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "NACO  LUCKY  SEED  BED  No.  30 
4-9-3."  Decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  248. 
I.  D.  No.  27999.) 

The  product,  "NACO  LUCKY  SEED  BED  No.  30  4-9-3,"  was  not  registered 
under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  An  examination 
of  the  product  showed  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product 
did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  or  an  adequate  warning  or  caution  state- 
ment.    The  product  was  also  otherwise  misbranded  and  adulterated. 

On  January  28,  1954,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  Georgia,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  con- 
fiscation of  105  100-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "NACO  LUCKY  SEED  BED 
No.  30  4-9-3,"  at  Jesup,  Ga.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison 
which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  December  12,  1953,  by  Naco 
Fertilizer  Company  from  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  as  required  by  Section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act,  in  that  its  labeling  stated,  in  part,  "*  *  *  5  LBS.  40%  CHLORDANE  PER 
TON  *  *  *,"  which  implied  or  represented  that  the  product  contained  5  pounds 
of  40%  chlordane  per  ton,  whereas  the  product  contained  less  than  5  pounds  of 
40%  chlordane  per  ton. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  further  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act,  in  that  its  labels  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the 
name  and  percentage  of  each  of  the  active  ingredients,  together  with  the  total 
percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  or  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  names 
of  each  of  the  active  and  each  of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the  descending  order 
of  the  percentage  of  each  present  in  each  classification,  together  with  the  total 
percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  further  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act,  in  that  its  accompanying  labeling  did  not  contain  directions  for  use, 
which  are  necessary  and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  for  the  protection  of  the 
public. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  further  misbranded  in  that  the  label  did 
not  bear  a  warning  or  caution  statement,  which  is  necessary  and,  if  complied 
with,  adequate  to  prevent  injury  to  living  man  and  other  vertebrate  animals. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  adulterated  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act,  in  that  its  strength  or  purity  fell  below  the  professed  standard  or  quality, 
as  expressed  on  its  label,  since  the  label  bore  the  statement,  "*  *  *  5  LBS.  40% 
CHLORDANE  PER  TON  *  *  *,"  which  implied  or  represented  that  the  product 
contained  5  pounds  of  40%  chlordane  per  ton,  whereas  the  product  contained 
less  than  5  pounds  of  40%  chlordane  per  ton. 

On  April  1,  1954,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be  delivered  to  Boys  Estate,  Boys 
Estate,  Ga.,  a  charitable  institution,  for  use  on  its  farm  as  a  fertilizer  for  cotton 
or  corn  crops  only. 

208.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  RED  CAP  *  *  *  BLEACH  *  *  *  DIS- 

INFECTANT. U.  S.  v.  2,994  1-quart  bottles,  more  or  less,  of  RED  CAP 
*  *  *  BLEACH  *  *  *  DISINFECTANT.  Default  decree  of  condemna- 
tion and  forfeiture.    ( I.  F.  &  R.  No.  244.    I.  D.  No.  2752G. ) 

An  examination  of  a  sample  of  RED  CAP  *  *  *  BLEACH  *  *  *  DISIN- 
FECTANT showed  that  the  product  contained  2.84%,  by  weight,  of  sodium  hypo- 
chlorite instead  of  5.25%,  by  weight,  of  sodium  hypochlorite,  as  claimed  on  the 
label. 

On  December  17,  1953,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Maine, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of 
2,9!)4  1-quart  bottles,  more  or  less,  of  RED  CAP  *  *  *  BLEACH  *  *  *  DIS- 
INFECTANT, at  Bangor,  Maine,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic 
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poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  November  9,  1953, 
by  C.  M.  Kimball  Co.,  from  Winthrop,  Mass.,  in  violation  of  the  Federal  Insecti- 
cide, Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  adulterated  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  the  statements — 

"RED  CAP 

*  *   * 

CONTENTS    ONE  QUART 

BLEACH 

A  SODIUM  HYPOCHLORITE  SOLUTION 

ACTIVE  INGREDIENT,  SODIUM  HYPOCHLORITE  5.25%  BY  WT., 

INERT  INGREDIENTS  94.75%  BY  WT. 

*  #   *  >> 

implied  that  the  product  contained  5.25%,  by  weight,  of  sodium  hypochlorite 
and  not  more  than  94.75%,  by  weight,  of  inert  ingredients,  whereas  the  product 
contained  less  than  5.25%,  by  weight,  of  sodium  hypochlorite  and  more  than 
94.75%,  by  weight,  of  inert  ingredients. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements : 

"RED  CAP 

*  *     * 
CONTENTS         ONE  QUART 

BLEACH 

A  SODIUM  HYPOCHLORITE  SOLUTION 

ACTIVE  INGREDIENT,   SODIUM  HYPOCHLORITE  5.25%  BY  WT,  INERT 

INGREDIENTS  94.75%  BY  WT. 

*     *     *  >> 

which  implied  or  represented  that  the  product  contained  5.25%,  by  weight,  of 
sodium  hypochlorite  and  not  more  than  94.75%,  by  weight,  of  inert  ingredients, 
whereas  the  product  contained  less  than  5.25%,  by  weight,  of  sodium  hypo- 
chlorite and  more  than  94.75%,  by  weight,  of  inert  ingredients. 

On  April  22,  1954,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered  and 
it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be  delivered  to  St.  Joseph's  Hospital,  Bangor, 
Maine. 

209.  Lack  of  registration  and  required  information  and  misbranding  of  "WEED 
KILLER  W.  P.  SOIL  STERILANT."  U.  S.  v.  two  200-pound  containers 
and  one  100-pound  container,  more  or  less,  of  "WEED  KILLER  W.  P. 
SOIL  STERILANT."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and 
destruction.     ( I.  F.  &  R.  No.  247.     I.  D.  No.  27733. ) 

The  product,  "WEED  KILLER  W.  P.  SOIL  STERILANT,"  was  not  registered 
under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

An  examination  of  the  product  showed  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers 
of  the  product  did  not  bear  an  adequate  warning  or  caution  statement,  adequate 
directions  for  use,  an  ingredient  statement,  or  a  statement  of  the  net  weight  or 
measure  of  the  content. 

On  January  26,  1954,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Western  District 
of  Washington,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  States  District  Court,  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and 
confiscation  of  two  200-pound  containers  and  one  100-pound  container,  more  or 
less,  of  "WEED  KILLER  W.  P.  SOIL  STERILANT,"  at  Vancouver,  Wash., 
alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported 
interstate  on  or  about  October  20,  1953,  by  the  Chemical  Insecticide  Corp.,  from 
Metuchen,  N.  J.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  under  section  4  of  the 
act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  contained  a 
substance  in  quantities  highly  toxic  to  man  and  the  label  did  not  bear  the  skull 
and  erossbones,  the  word  "poison"  prominently  (in  red)  on  a  background  of 
distinctly  contrasting  color  or  a  statement  of  an  antidote  for  the  economic 
poison. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  label  borne  by  the  product  did  not  bear  a 
statement  of  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  content. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  the  label  borne  by 
the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  and  percentage 
of  each  of  the  active  ingredients,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert 
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ingredients,  or  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  names  of  each  of  the  active 
and  each  of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the  descending  order  of  the  percentage  of 
each  present  in  each  classification,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the 
inert  ingredients. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  the  labeling 
accompanying  the  product  did  not  contain  directions  for  use  which  are  neces- 
sary and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  for  the  protection  of  the  public. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  the  label 
did  not  bear  a  warning  or  caution  statement  which  is  necessary  and,  if  com- 
plied with,  adequate  to  prevent  injury  to  living  man  and  other  vertebrate 
animals. 

On  March  1,  1954,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  default  decree  of  con- 
demnation and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be 
destroyed. 

210.  Lack  of  registration  and  required  information  on  label  and  misbranding 
of  "BUG  DEATH  UNITS."  U.  S.  v.  11  "BUG  DEATH  UNITS,"  more  or 
less,  each  consisting  of  1  "BUG  DEATH  VAPORIZER"  and  one  31 -gram 
container  of  "LINDANE  PELLETS."  Default  decree  of  condemnation, 
forfeiture,  and  destruction.     (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  245.     I.  D.  No.  28693.) 

The  product,  "BUG  DEATH  UNITS,"  consisting  of  1  "BUG  DEATH  VAPOR- 
IZER" and  one  31-gram  c  mtainer  of  "LINDANE  PELLETS"  was  not  regis- 
tered under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  An  exam- 
ination of  the  product  showed  that  the  outside  container  of  the  retail  package 
of  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement,  a  statement  of  net  weight 
or  measure  of  the  content,  or  a  statement  giving  the  name  and  address  of  the 
manufacturer,  registrant,  or  person  for  whom  manufactured. 

On  January  21,  1954,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Illinois,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  con- 
fiscation of  11  "BUG  DEATH  UNITS,"  each  consisting  of  one  "BUG  DEATH 
VAPORIZER"  and  one  31-gram  container  of  "LINDANE  PELLETS"  at  Chi- 
cago, 111.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been 
transported  interstate  on  or  about  August  29,  1953,  by  Bug  Death,  Inc.,  from 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  failed  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  act 
in  that  the  retail  cartons  containing  1  "BUG  DEATH  VAPORIZER"  and  one 
31-gram  container  of  "LINDANE  PELLETS"  did  not  bear  on  the  outside  con- 
tainers or  wrappers  of  the  retail  package  a  statement  of  the  net  weight  or  meas- 
ure of  the  content,  or  a  statement  giving  the  name  and  address  of  the  manufac- 
turer, registrant,  or  person  for  whom  manufactured. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  the  retail  cartons 
containing  1  "BUG  DEATH  VAPORIZER"  and  one  31-gram  container  of 
"LINDANE  PELLETS"  did  not  bear  on  the  outside  containers  or  wrappers  of  the 
ecenoinic  poison  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  and  percentage  of  each 
of  the  active  ingredients,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  in- 
gredients, or  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  names  of  each  of  the  active  and 
each  of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the  descending  order  of  the  percentage  of  each 
present  in  each  classification,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert 
ingredients. 

On  May  10,  1954,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy 
the  product. 

211.  Lack  of  registration  of  "S.  L.  COWLEY  RAT  &  MOUSE  BAIT."  U.  S.  v. 
139  cartons,  more  or  less,  each  containing  four  4-ounce  packages  of  "S.  L. 
COWLEY  RAT  &  MOUSE  BAIT."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  for- 
feiture, and  destruction.     (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  243.     I.  D.  No.  2S875.) 

The  product,  "S.  L.  COWLEY  RAT  &  MOUSE  BAIT,"  was  not  registered  under 
the  Federal  Insecticide.  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  December  9,  1953,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Arkansas,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  con- 
fiscation of  139  Cartons,  more  or  less,  each  containing  four  4-ounce  packages  of 
"S.  L.  COWLEY  RAT  &  MOUSE  BAIT,"  at  Paragould,  Ark.,  alleging  that  the 
product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or 
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about  July  30,  1951,  by  Cowley  Manufacturing  Company  from  Hugo,  Okla.,  in 
violation  of  tbe  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

On  January  12,  1954,  an  order  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered, 
and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy  the  product. 

212.  Misbranding  and  adulteration  of  "WASH- WHITE  HOUSEHOLD  BLEACH." 

U.  S.  v.  764  one-quart  containers,  268  one-half  gallon  containers  and  88 
one-gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "WASH-WHITE  HOUSEHOLD 
BLEACH."    Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction. 

(I.  F.  &  R.  No.  246.     I.  D.  No.  28872.) 

An  examination  of  a  sample  of  the  product  "WASH-WHITE  HOUSEHOLD 
BLEACH"  showed  that  it  contained  4.44%  of  sodium  hypochlorite  instead  of 
5.25%  of  sodium  hypochlorite  as  stated  on  the  label.  The  claims  made  on  the 
label  for  the  product  were  otherwise  false  and  misleading. 

On  January  13,  1954,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Arkansas,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  con- 
fiscation of  764  one-quart  containers,  268  one-half  gallon  containers  and  88  one- 
gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "WASH-WHITE  HOUSEHOLD  BLEACH" 
at  Paragould,  Ark.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had 
been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  February  2,  1953,  by  the  Sapo  Elixir 
Chemical  Company  from  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  in  violation  of  the  Federal  Insecticide, 
Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  act 
in  that  the  labeling  bore  the  statements  : 

"ACTIVE    INGREDIENT    SODIUM    HYPOCHLORITE    5.25%— 

INERT  INGREDIENTS  94.75%— BY  WT. 
Disinfecting    and    Deodorizing.      Pour    Wash-White    Bleach    full 
strength  into  plumbing  and  drain  openings  and  let  stand  ;  it  will  not 
harm  plumbing  fixtures. 

*  *  *  Wash-White  is  an  ideal  deodorant  and  disinfectant  for  gen- 
eral household  use.  It  is  a  particularly  great  help  in  the  kitchen  or 
bathroom  for  cleaning  and  freshening  enamel,  porcelain,  wood,  glass 
and  linoleum  surfaces." 

which  implied  or  represented  that  the  product  contained  5.25%  by  weight  of 
sodium  hypochlorite  and  not  more  than  94.75%  by  weight  of  inert  ingredients, 
and  that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  could  be  relied  upon  to  disinfect 
the  articles  and  surfaces  named  in  the  labeling,  and  those  implied  by  the  term 
"for  general  household  use",  whereas  the  product  contained  less  than  5.25%  by 
weight  of  sodium  hypochlorite,  more  than  94.75%  by  weight  of  inert  ingredients, 
and  when  used  as  directed,  the  product  could  not  be  relied  upon  to  disinfect  the 
articles  or  surfaces  named  in  the  labeling  or  those  implied  by  the  term  "for 
general  household  use." 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  adulterated  within  the  meaning  of  the  act 
in  that  its  strength  or  purity  fell  below  the  professed  standard  of  quality  under 
which  it  was  sold  since  the  labeling  bore  the  statement  "SODIUM  HYPOCHLO- 
RITE 5.25%  *  *  *  BY  WT"  which  implied  or  represented  that  the  product  con- 
tained 5.25%  by  weight  of  sodium  hypochlorite,  whereas  the  product  contained 
less  than  5.25%  by  weight  of  sodium  hypochlorite. 

On  May  28,  1954,  no  claimant  having  appeared  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy  the 
product. 

213.  Misbranding  and  adulteration  of  "BARCO  TOXAPHENE  60%  EMULSI- 

FIABLE  CONCENTRATE."  U.  S.  v.  132  five-gallon  containers,  more  or 
less  of  "BARCO  TOXAPHENE  60%  EMULSIFIABLE  CONCENTRATE." 
Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.     (I.  F.  &  R. 

No.  251.     I.  D.  No.  2S908.) 

An  examination  of  the  product  "BARCO  TOXAPHENE  60%  EMULSIFIABLE 
CONCENTRATE"  showed  that  it  contained  27.4%  of  toxaphene  instead  of  60% 
as  claimed  on  the  labels,  and  that  the  claims  made  on  the  labels  were  otherwise 
false  and  misleading. 

On  March  29,  1954,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Oklahoma,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  con- 
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fiscation  of  132  five-gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "BARCO  TOXAPHENH 
60%  EMULSIFIABLE  CONCENTRATE"  at  Hobart,  Okla.,  alleging  that  the 
product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  l>een  transported  interstate  on  or 
about  August  19,  1953,  by  Barco  Chemicals  Inc.,  from  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  in  viola- 
tion of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  act 
in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements : 

"BARCO  TOXAPHEXE   609?    EMULSIFIABLE    CONCENTRATE 

Contains  6  lbs.  Toxaphene  per  gallon 

ACTIVE  INGREDIENTS : 

TOXAPHENE 

(Technical  Chlorinated  Camphene,   Chlorine  Content 

67%  to  69% 60% 

REFINED  PETROLEUM  OIL 30% 

INERT  INGREDIENTS 10% 


TOTAL 100% 

DIRECTIONS 

DO  NOT  SPRAY   COXCENTRATE— MIX  WITH 

WATER  AS  DIRECTED 

Where  No  Quantity  of  Water  is  Given  Use  Sufficient 

Amount  For  Good  Coverage  of  One  Acre. 

GRASSHOPPERS 

*  *  * 

BAITS — Dry  bait  containing  1%  pints  Toxaphene  per  100  lbs.  of 
coarse  bran  when  applied  at  a  rate  of  5  to  10  lbs.  per  acre  (accord- 
ing to  the  severity  of  infestation)  will  give  as  good  initial  control 
and  will  remain  effective  longer  than  a  standard  wet  bait  con- 
taining 6  lbs.  of  sodium  fluosilicate  applied  at  the  recommended 
rate.  An  effective  wet  bait  can  be  prepared  by  mixing  1  lb.  Toxa- 
phene in  emulsion  form  with  25  lbs.  of  mill-run  bran  and  3  times 
the  volume  of  sawdust  (approximately  3%  bushels).  Enough 
water  is  used  to  make  a  damp,  crumbly  mass.  Wet  bait  should 
be  applied  at  a  rate  of  20  lbs.  per  acre. 

LIVESTOCK  PESTS 


WIXTER  TICK  OX  CATTLE  (except  dairy  animals),  HORSES 
AXD  SHEEP — Use  1  gallon  Toxaphene  in  119  gallons  water  and 
use  as  a  spray  or  dip. 

LONE  STAR  TICK  on  CATTLE  (except  dairy  animals), 
HORSES  AXD  SHEEP— Use  1  gallon  Toxaphene  in  79  gallons  water 
and  use  as  a  spray  or  dip. 


For  the  above  livestock  pests  repeat  application  in  2  or  3  weeks 
or  less  if  needed. 

CAUTIOX :  Do  not  apply  on  young  animals  or  those  under  six 
months  of  age. 


COTTOX  IXSECTS— P.ollweevil,  Bollworm,  Cotton  Leafworm, 
Southern  Green  Stinkbug.  Cotton  Fleahopper,  Rapid  Plant  Bug, 
Tarnished  Plant  Bug  and  Thrips— Use  1  to  2  quarts  per  acre. 
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SUGAR  BEET  WEBWORM— Use  1  quart  per  acre  to  control  sugar 
beet  webworm  larvae.  Apply  iu  such  a  manner  as  to  give  good 
coverage  to  the  underside  of  the  beet  leaves. 


LYGUS  BUGS  ON  ALFALFA,  ALFALFA  WEEVIL,  CHINCH 
BUGS — Use  2%  pints  per  acre. 

YELLOW  STRIPED  ARMY  WORMS,  SPITTLE  BUGS  ON  AL- 
FALFA— Use  1  quart  per  acre." 


which  implied  or  represented:  (1)  that  the  product  contained  60%  of  Toxa- 
phene  (Technical  Chlorinated  Caninhene,  Chlorine  Content  67%  to  69%),  six 
pounds  of  Toxaphene  per  gallon,  and  not  more  than  10%  of  inert  ingredients ; 
(2)  that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed  as  a  bran  bait,  would  control  grass- 
hoppers; and  (3)  that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  would  control  (a) 
winter  ticks  on  cattle  (except  dairy  cattle),  horses,  and  sheep,  (b)  the  cotton 
insects  named  at  the  rate  of  1  quart  of  the  product  per  acre,  and  (c)  sugar  beet 
webworms,  lygus  bugs  on  alfalfa,  alfalfa  weevils,  chinch  bugs,  yellow  striped 
army  worms,  and  spittle  bugs  on  alfalfa ;  whereas,  ( 1 )  the  product  contained 
less  than  60%  of  Toxaphene  (Technical  Chlorinated  Camphene,  Chlorine  Con- 
tent 67%  to  69%),  less  than  six  pounds  of  Toxaphene  per  gallon,  and  more  than 
10%  of  inert  ingredients;  (2)  the  product,  when  used  as  directed  as  a  bran 
bait,  would  not  control  grasshoppers;  and  (3)  the  product,  when  used  as  di- 
rected, would  not  control  the  cotton  insects  named  at  the  rate  of  1  quart  of  the 
product  per  acre,  or  (c)  sugar  beet  webworms,  lygus  bugs  on  alfalfa,  alfalfa 
weevils,  chinch  bugs,  yellow  striped  army  worms,  or  spittle  bugs  on  alfalfa. 
It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  adulterated  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  its  strength  or  purity  fell  below  the  professed  standard  of  quality 
as  expressed  on  its  label  since  its  labeling  bore  the  statements  : 

"Contains  6  lbs.  Toxaphene  per  gallon",  "Active  Ingredients :  Toxa- 
phene   (Technical   Chlorinated  Camphene,   Chlorine   Content  67% 
to  69%)  *  *  *  60%",  "Inert  Ingredients  *  *  *  10%" 
which  statements  implied  or  represented  that  the  product  contained  six  pounds 
of  Toxaphene  per  gallon,  60%  of  Toxaphene  (Technical  Chlorinated  Camphene, 
Chlorine  Content  67%  to  69%),  and  not  more  than  10%  of  inert  ingredients; 
whereas,  the  product  contained  less  than  six  pounds  of  Toxaphene  per  gallon, 
less  than  60%  of  Toxaphene   (Technical  Chlorinated  Camphene,  Chlorine  Con- 
tent 67%  to  69% ),  and  more  than  10%  of  inert  ingredients. 

On  May  5,  1954,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  United  States  Marshal 
destroy  the  product. 

214.  Misbranding  and  adulteration  and  lack  of  required  information  of  "BARCO 
DIELDRIN  15%  EMULSIFIABLE  CONCENTRATE"  and  misbranding 
and  adulteration  of  "BARCO  ALDRIN  EQUIVALENT  2  23%  EMULSI- 
FIABLE CONCENTRATE."  U.  S.  v.  43  one-gallon  cans,  more  or  less, 
of  "BARCO  DIELDRIN  15%  EMULSIFIABLE  CONCENTRATE,"  and  3 
one-gallon  jugs,  more  or  less,  of  "BARCO  ALDRIN  EQUIVALENT  2 
23%  EMULSIFIABLE  CONCENTRATE."  Consent  decree  of  condemna- 
tion and  release  under  bond.  (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  235.  I.  D.  Nos.  26520, 
26521,  and  26522.) 

An  examination  of  the  product,  "BARCO  DIELDRIN  15%  EMULSIFIABLE 
CONCENTRATE"  showed  that  it  contained  less  than  15%  Dieldrin,  less  than 
1.5  pounds  of  Dieldrin  per  gallon,  and  less  than  a  total  of  15.83%  by  weight  of 
hexachloro  epoxy  octahydro  dimethano  naphthalene  and  2.79%  by  weight  of 
related  compounds. 

An  examination  of  the  product,  "BARCO  ALDRIN  EQUIVALENT  2  23% 
EMULSIFIABLE  CONCENTRATE"  showed  that  it  contained  less  than  the 
equivalent  of  23%  of  Aldrin,  less  than  the  equivalent  of  2  lbs.  of  Aldrin  (Com- 
pound 118)  per  gallon,  and  less  than  a  total  of  23%  of  hexachloro  hexahydro 
dimethano  naphthalene,  and  17.5%  of  related  compounds. 

On  August  27,  1953,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Indiana,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
330787 — 55 1 
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of  43  one-gallon  cans,  more  or  less,  of  "BARCO  DIELDRIN  15%  EMULSIFI- 
ABLE  CONCENTRATE,"  and  3  one-gallon  lugs,  more  or  less,  of  "BARCO  AL- 
DRIN   EQUIVALENT  2  23%   EMULSIFIABLE  CONCENTRATE"   at   Elk- 

hart, Ind.,  alleging  that  the  product  "BARCO  DIELDRIN  15%  EMULSIEIABLE 
CONCENTRATE"  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  April  11,  1953 
and  June  10,  1953,  and  the  product  "BARCO  ALDRIN  EQUIVALENT  2  L>:;'  i 
EMULSIFIABLE  CONCENTRATE"  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about 
April  11,  1953,  by  Barco  Chemicals  Inc.,  from  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  to  South  Bend, 
Ind.,  and  subsequently  to  Elkhart,  Ind.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  "BARCO  DIELDRIN  15%  EMULSIFIABLE  CON- 
CENTRATE" was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  (if  the  act  in  that  the  label 
stated  : 

"BAR  Ci  I 

DIELDRIN 

15%  EMULSIFIABLE 

( ONCENTRATE 

Contains  1.5  lbs.  Dieldrin  per  gallon 

ACTIVE  INGREDIENTS  : 

Hexachloro-Epoxy  Octahydro  By  Weight 

Dimetbano    Naphthalene 15.83% 

Related    Compounds 2.  79% 

Petroleum    Hydrocarbons 73: 38*  i 

INERT   INGREDIENTS S.  007e 

TOTAL __   100.00% 


"GENERAL  DIRECTIONS 

This  product  is  an  emulsitiable  insecticide  containing  1.5  pounds 
of  Dieldrin  per  gallon.  It  is  formulated  to  enable  the  user  to  easily 
prepare  water  dilutions  of  varying  strengths.  It  may  be  used  in 
conventional  hydraulic  sprayers,  low-volume  ground  applicators, 
and  airplane  sprayers. 

COTTON  INSECT  CONTROL 

Where  the  recommendations  are  expressed  in  terms  of  actual 
Dieldrin  per  acre,  use  the  following  table  to  determine  the  amount 
of  15%  Dieldrin  required. 

Recommended     Dosage:     In  Amount       of       15%        Dieldrin 

Pounds   Actual  Dieldrin   per  Required 

Acre 

Early     season     insect     control,  1   gallon   in   sufficient    water    to 

Dieldrin .05  lb.  cover  30  acres 

Mid-season    insect    con-  i   gallon    in    sufficient    water    to 

trol,     Dieldrin .10  lb.  cover  15  acres. 

Late  season  insect  con-  i    gallon    in    sufficient    water    to 

trol,  Dieldrin .15  lb.  cover  10  acres. 

The  above  dosages  will  control  the  following  insects  which  attack 
cotton : 

Boll  Weevil  (*)  ,  jertain  species  of  cutworms  (  +  ) 

Rapid  plantbug  Brown  cotton  bug  ( + ) 

Cotton  fleahopper  Grasshoppers 

Say's  plant  bug  (  +  )  Thrips 

Southern  green  stink  bug  Fall  army  worm 
Tarnished  plant  bug 

:;For  early  season  control  use  .15  pounds  per  acre  (1  gallon  in 
sufficient  water  to  cover  10  acres).  In  the  States  of  Texas  and 
Mississippi,  Dieldrin  is  recommended  for  early  season  boll  weevil 
control  at  .1  pound  per  acre   (1  gallon  in  sufficient  water  to  cover 
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15  acres).     For  mid-season  and  late  season  control,  use  Dieldrin 
at  .15  to  .4  pounds  per  acre  (1  gallon  in  sufficient  water  to  cover 
3.75  to  10  acres  in  compliance  with  State  recommendations). 
+For  early  season  control  of  certain  species  of  cutworms,  use  1 
gallon  in  sufficient  water  to  cover  15  acres. 

4-To  control  stink  bugs  in  Arizona  (Say's  plant  bug  and  brown  cot- 
ton bug)  on  cotton,  it  appears  necessary  to  use  %  gallon  per  acre. 
For  control  of  the  boll  worm,  add  1  quart  of  25%  DDT  (contains 
2  pounds  DDT  per  gal.)  to  the  recommended  dosages  for  each  acre 
covered. 

ADULT  ALFALFA  WEEVIL  CONTROL 

For  control  of  adult  alfalfa  weevil,  use  V&  gallon  per  acre  (1 
gallon  will  treat  6  acres ) .  For  application  by  ground  sprayers : 
Use  enough  water  per  acre  to  give  uniform  coverage.  For  appli- 
cation by  aircraft:  use  a  minimum  of  2  gallons  of  diesel  oil  (or 
equivalent)  per  acre. 

Apply  in  the  earlv  spring,  when  alfalfa  is  no  more  than  1  to  2  inches 
tall. 

Do  not  repeat  the  application. 

Do  not  allow  livestock  to  graze  in  treated  fields  prior  to  removal 
of  the  first  cutting  of  hay." 

which  statements  implied  or  represented  that  the  product  contained  15%  Diel- 
drin, 1.5  pounds  Dieldrin  per  gallon,  and  a  total  of  15.83%  by  weight  of  hexachloro 
epoxy  octahydro  dimethano  napthalene  and  2.79%  by  weight  of  related  com- 
pounds, and  that  the  product  when  used  as  directed  in  such  statements  would 
be  effective  for  the  control  of  the  insects  named  in  such  statements,  whereas 
the  product  contained  less  than  15%  Dieldrin,  less  than  1.5  pounds  Dieldrin 
per  gallon,  and  less  than  a  total  of  15.83%  by  weight  of  hexachloro  epoxy  oc- 
tahydro dimethano  napthalene,  and  2.79%  by  weight  of  related  compounds, 
and  when  used  as  directed  in  such  statements  would  not  be  effective  for  the 
control  of  such  insects. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  "BARCO  DIELDRIN  15%  EMULSIFIABLE 
CONCENTRATE"  was  in  violation  of  the  act  in  that  the  label  borne  by  the 
product  did  not  bear  a  statement  of  net  weight  or  measure  of  content. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  "BARCO  DIELDRIN  15%  EMULSIFIABLE 
CONCENTRATE"  was  adulterated  in  that  its  strength  or  purity  fell  below  the 
professed  standard  of  quality  as  expressed  on  its  labeling  since  the  label  stated : 

"BARCO 

DIELDRIN 

15%  EMULSIFIABLE 

CONCENTRATE 

Contains  1.5  lbs.  Dieldrin  per  gallon 
ACTIVE  INGREDIENTS  :  By  Weight 

Hexacholoro-Epoxy    Octahydro    Dirnethano    Naphtha- 
lene  15.  83% 

Related  Compounds 2.  79% 

Petroleum   Hydrocarbons 73.38% 

INERT  INGREDIENTS 8.00% 

TOTAL 100.00%" 

which  implied  or  represented  that  the  product  contained  15%  Dieldrin,  1.5 
pounds  Dieldrin  per  gallon,  and  a  total  of  15.83%  by  weight  of  hexachloro 
epoxy  octahydro  dimethano  napthalene  and  2.79%  by  weight  of  related  com- 
pounds, whereas  the  product  contained  less  than  15%  Dieldrin,  less  than  1.5 
pounds  Dieldrin  per  gallon,  and  less  than  a  total  of  15.83%  by  weight  of  hex- 
achloro epoxy  octahydro  dimethano  napthalene  and  2.79%  by  weight  of  related 
compounds. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  "BARCO  ALDRIN  EQUIVALENT  2  23% 
EMULSIFIABLE  CONCENTRATE"  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of 
the  act  in  that  the  label  stated : 
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"BARCO 

ALDRIN 

EQUIVALENT  2 

23%  EMULSIFIABLE 

CONCENTRATE 
Contains  2  lbs.  Aldrin 

(Compound  118) 
Equivalent  per  Gallon 

ACTIVE  INGREDIENTS  : 

Hexachloro  Hexahydro  Dimethano  Naphthalene 23.  O'a 

Related  Compounds 17.5% 

Petroleum  Hydrocarbons 52.0% 

INERT  INGREDIENTS 7.5% 

TOTAL 100.0% 


GENERAL  DIRECTIONS 

Aldrin  Equivalent  2  is  an  emulsifiable  insecticide  containing  2 
pounds  of  Aldrin  (Compound  118)  equivalent  per  gallon. 

Manufactured  by 

BARCO  CHEMICALS,  INC. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa 


which  statements  implied  or  represented  that  the  product  contained  the  equiva- 
lent of  23%  of  Aldrin,  the  equivalent  of  two  pounds  Aldrin  (Compound  118) 
per  gallon,  and  a  total  of  23%  of  hexacholoro  hexahydro  dimethano  napthalene 
and  17.5%  of  related  compounds,  whereas  the  product  contained  less  than  the 
equivalent  of  23%  of  Aldrin,  less  than  the  equivalent  of  two  pounds  Aldrin 
(Compound  118)  per  gallon,  and  less  than  a  total  of  23%  of  hexachloro  hexa- 
hydro dimethano  napthalene  and  17.5%  of  related  compounds. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  "BARCO  ALDRIN  EQUIVALENT  2  23% 
EMULSIFIABLE  CONCENTRATE"  was  adulterated  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  its  strength  or  purity  fell  below  the  professed  standard  of  quality 
as  expressed  on  its  labeling  since  the  labeling  stated: 

"BARCO 

ALDRIN 

EQUIVALENT  2 

•J •".'  o  EMULSIFIABLE 

CONCENTRATE 

<  ontains  2  lbs.  Aldrin 

(Compound  118) 

Equivalent  per  Gallon 


201-230]  NOTICES    OF    JUDGMENT  153 

ACTIVE  INGREDIENTS  : 

Hexachloro  Hexahydro  Diniethano  Naphthalene 23.0% 

Related  Compounds 17.  5% 

Petroleum    Hydrocarbons 52.0% 

INERT    INGREDIENTS 7.5% 

TOTAL 100.  0% 


GENERAL  DIRECTIONS 

Aldrin  Equivalent  2  is  an  emulsifiable  insecticide  containing  2  pounds 
of  Aldrin  (Compound  118)  equivalent  per  gallon. 

Manufactured  by 

RARCO  CHEMICALS,  INC. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa 


which  implied  or  represented  that  the  product  contained  the  equivalent  of 
23%  of  Aldrin,  the  equivalent  of  two  pounds  Aldrin  (Compound  118)  per  gallon, 
and  a  total  of  23%  of  hexachloro  hexahydro  dimethano  naphthalene  and  17.5% 
of  related  compounds,  whereas  the  product  contained  less  than  the  equivalent 
of  23%  of  Aldrin,  less  than  the  equivalent  of  two  pounds  Aldrin  (Compound 
118)  per  gallon,  and  less  than  a  total  of  23%  of  hexachloro  hexahydro  dimeth- 
ano naphthalene  and  17.5%  of  related  compounds. 

Barco  Chemicals  Inc.,  Des  Moines,  la.,  claimed  ownership  of  the  products, 
requested  their  release  under  bond  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  them  into  com- 
pliance with  the  act  and  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  condemnation  decree.  On 
February  5,  1954,  a  decree  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that 
the  products  be  released  to  the  claimant  under  bond. 

215.  Misbranding  and  adulteration  of  "MOTH-O-BLITZ."   U.  S.  v.  597  containers, 
more  or  less,  of  "MOTH-O-BLITZ."     Default  decree  of  condemnation, 
forfeiture,  and  destruction.     (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  249.    I.  D.  No.  27052.) 
An  analysis  of  the  product  "MOTH-O-BLITZ"  showed  that  it  contained  2.72% 
of  technical  methoxychlor  instead  of  7%  technical  methoxychlor  and  .63%  of 
technical  chlordane  instead  of  1%  of  technical  chlordane  as  claimed  on  the  label. 
On  March  9,  1954,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
California,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  con- 
fiscation of  597  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "MOTH-O-BLITZ,"  at  Los  Angeles, 
California,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been 
transported  interstate  on  or  about  October  27,  1952  by  Spickelmier  Products 
Company  from  Danville,  Illinois. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  act 
and  that  the  label  borne  by  the  product  stated : 

"Methoxychlor,    Technical* '„' 7.0% 

Chlordane,  Technical** — , 1.0% 

'•Equivalent  to  6.16%  2,2-bis   (p-methoxyphenol)    1,  1,  1-trichlo- 
roethane,  and  0.84%  other  isomers  and  reaction  products. 

**Equivalent   to  0.6%   of  octachlor  1,  4,   7-methanotetrahydro- 
Indane  and  0.4%  related  compounds." 
whereas  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  repre- 
sented that  the  product  contained  7.0%  of  technical  methoxychlor  and  1.0%  of 
technical  chlordane,  whereas  the  product  contained  less  than  7.0%  of  technical 
methoxychlor  and  less  than  1.0%  of  technical  chlordane. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  adulterated  within  the  meaning  of  the  act 
in  that  its  strength  or  purity  fell  below  the  professed  standard  of  quality  under 
which  it  was  sold  since  its  labeling  bore  the  statements  : 
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"Methoxychlor,  Technical  *  *  *  7.0%",  "Chlordane,  Technical  *  *  *  1.0%," 
which  implied  or  represented  that  the  product  contained  7.0%  of  technical 
methoxychlor  and  1.0%  of  technical  chlordane,  whereas  the  product  contained 
less  than  7.0%  of  technical  methoxychlor  and  less  than  1.0%  of  technical 
chlordane. 

On  June  1.1,  1954,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy 
the  product. 

216.  Adulteration   and   misbranding   of   "BARCO   ALDRIN   EQUIVALENT   2 
23%  EMULSIFIABLE  CONCENTRATE."    U.  S.  v.  6  five-gallon  contain- 
ers, 15  one-gallon  containers,  and  2  fifty-four  gallon  drums,  more  or  less, 
of  "BARCO  ALDRIN  EQUIVALENT  2    23%   EMULSIFIABLE   CON- 
CENTRATE."   Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  release  under  bond. 
( I.  P.  &  R.  No.  236.     I.  D.  No.  26534. ) 
An  examination  of  the  product  "BARCO  ALDRIX  EQUIVALENT  2     23% 
EMULSIFIABLE  CONCENTRATE"  showed  that  it  contained  14.85%  of  Hexa- 
chloro  Hexahydro  Dimethano  Naphthalene,  and  11.20%  of  related  compounds 
instead  of  23.0%  of  Hexachloro  Hexahydro  Dimethano  Naphthalene  and  17.59? 
of  related  compounds  as  claimed  on  the  labeling. 

On  September  9,  1953,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Indiana,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  con- 
fiscation of  6  five-gallon  containers,  15  one-gallon  containers,  and  2  fifty-four 
gallon  drums,  more  or  less,  of  "BARCO  ALDRIN  EQUIVALENT  2  23*95 
EMULSIFIABLE  CONCENTRATE"  at  South  Bend,  Ind.,  alleging  that  the 
product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or 
about  April  11,  1953,  by  Barco  Chemicals,  Inc.,  from  Des  Moines,  la.,  in  violation 
of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  art 
and  that  the  label  stated  : 

"BARCO 

ALDRIN 

EQUIVALENT  2 

23%  EMULSIFIABLE 

CONCENTRATE 
Contains  2  lbs.  Aldrin 

(Compound  118) 
Equivalent  per  Gallon 

ACTIVE  INGREDIENTS: 

Hexachloro  Hexahydro  Dimethano  Naphthalene 23.0% 

Related   Compounds 17.  5% 

Petroleum    Hydrocarbons 52.  0% 

INERT  INGREDIENTS 7-5', 

TOTAL 100.0% 

*     <;     * 

GENERAL  DIRECTIONS 

Aldrin  Equivalent  2  is  an  emulsifiable  insecticide  containing  2 
pounds  of  Aldrin    (Compound  118)    equivalent  per  gallon.  *  *  *" 

which  implied  or  represented  that  the  product  contained  the  equivalent  of  23% 
of  Aldrin,  the  equivalent  of  2  lbs.  of  Aldrin  (Compound  118)  per  gallon,  and  a 
total  of  23%  of  Hexachloro  Hexahydro  Dimethano  Naphthalene  and  17.5%  of 
related  compounds,  whereas  the  product  contained  less  than  the  equivalent  of 
23%  of  Aldrin,  less  than  the  equivalent  of  2  lbs.  of  Aldrin  (Compound  US)  per 
gallon,  and  less  than  a  total  of  23%  of  Hexachloro  Hexahydro  Dimethano 
Naphthalene  and  17.5%  of  related  compounds. 
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and  thai  ttlloef^S  I**™*  ^  ******  «***  the  meani^  °*  **»  act 

"BARCO 

ALDRIN 

EQUIVALENT  2 

23%  EMULSIFIABLE 

CONCENTRATE 
Contains  2  lbs.  Aldrin 

(Compound  118) 
Equivalent  per  Gallon 
ACTIVE  INGREDIENTS: 

Hexachloro  Hexahydro  Dimethano  Naphthalene 23.0% 

Related    Compounds 17.5% 

Petroleum    Hydrocarbons 52*  0% 

INERT  INGREDIENTS 7'.  5% 

TOTAL 100.  0% 

GENERAL  DIRECTIONS 

Aldrin  Equivalent  2  is  an  eniulsifiable  insecticide  containing  2 
pounds  of  Aldrin    (Compound  118)    equivalent  per  gallon.  *  *  *" 

which  implied  or  represented  that  the  product  contained  the  equivalent  of  23% 
of  Aldrin,  the  equivalent  of  2  lbs.  of  Aldrin  (Compound  118)  per  gallon,  and 
a  total  of  23%  of  Hexachloro  Hexahydro  Dimethano  Naphthalene  and  17.5%  of 
related  compounds,  whereas  the  product  contained  less  than  the  equivalent  of 
23%  of  Aldrin,  less  than  the  equivalent  of  2  lbs.  of  Aldrin  (Compound  118)  per 
gallon,  and  less  than  a  total  of  23%  of  Hexachloro  Hexahydro  Dimethano 
Naphthalene  and  17.5%  of  related  compounds. 

Barco  Chemicals,  Inc.,  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  claimed  ownership  of  the  product, 
requested  its  release  under  bond  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  it  into  compliance 
with  the  act  and  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  condemnation  decree.  On  February 
5, 1954,  a  decree  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product 
be  released  to  the  claimant  under  bond. 

217.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "GLAMUR."    U.  S.  v.  121  one-half- 

pint  containers,  223  one-pint  containers,  94  one-quart  containers,  and  32 
one-half-gallon  containers,  more  of  less,  of  "GLAMUR."  Default  decree 
of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (I.  F.  &  R.  254.  I.  D.  No. 
28783.) 

The  product  "GLAMUR"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide, 
Fungicide  and  Rodenticide  Act  and  the  label  borne  by  the  product  did  not  bear 
an  ingredient  statement. 

On  May  14,  1954,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of :  121  one-half -pint  containers,  223  one-pint  containers,  94  one-quart  containers, 
and  32  one-half-gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  of  '"GLAMUR,"  at  Chicago, 
Illinois  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  trans- 
ported interstate  on  or  about  March  17,  1954  by  Hosid  Products  Incorporated, 
from  Syracuse,  New  York,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  the  label  borne  by 
the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  and  percentage 
of  each  of  the  active  ingredients,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the 
inert  ingredients,  or  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  names  of  each  of  the 
active  and  each  of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the  descending  order  of  the  per- 
centage of  each  present  in  each  classification,  together  with  the  total  percentage 
of  the  inert  ingredients. 

No  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  destroyed  on  December  17,  1954. 

218.  Lack  of  registration,  required  information  on  the  label,  and  misbranding 

of    "SKEETER    BEATER"    Units    and    "SMOLDERS."    U.    S.    v.   1,855 
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"SKEETER  BEATER"  Units,  more  or  less,  and  579  containers,  more  or 
less,  of  a  product  labeled  "SMOLDERS."  Default  decree  of  condemna- 
tion, and  forfeiture.     ( I.  F.  &  R.  No.  259.     I.  D.  No.  29200. ) 

The  product  "SKEETER  BEATER"  Unit  containing  1  'SKEETER  BEATER" 
and  12  "SMOLDERS"  and  the  product  "SMOLDERS"  were  not  registered 
under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Kodenticide  Act.  An  examination 
of  the  products  showed  that  lahels  on  the  retail  packages  did  not  hear  state- 
ments of  the  net  weights  or  measures  of  the  content  of  the  containers,  or  in- 
gredient statements,  and  that  certain  statements  on  the  labels  were  false  or 
misleading. 

On  June  28, 1954,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Massachusetts, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of 
1,855  "SKEETER  BEATER"  Units,  more  or  less,  and  579  containers,  more  or 
less,  of  a  product  labeled  "SMOLDERS"  at  Boston,  Mass.,  alleging  that  the 
products  were  economic  poisons  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or 
about  May  28,  1954,  by  Ross  Daniels,  Inc.,  from  Des  Moines,  la.,  in  violation  of 
the  act.    None  of  the  product  "SMOLDERS"  was  found. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  "SKEETER  BEATER"  Unit  had  not  been 
registered  with  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  labels  of  the  outside  containers  of  the  retail  packages 
of  the  "SKEETER  BEATEK"  Unit  which  contained  1  "SKEETER  BEATER" 
and  12  "SMOLDERS"  did  not  bear  a  statement  of  the  net  weight  or  measure 
of  the  content. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  labels  of  the  retail  cartons  of  the  "SKEETER  BEATER" 
Unit  which  contained  1  "SKEETER  BEATER"  and  12  "SMOLDERS"  did  not 
bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  names  and  percentages  of  each  of  the 
active  ingredients,  together  with  the  total  percentages  of  the  inert  ingredients, 
or  ingredient  statements  giving  the  names  of  each  of  the  active  and  each  of 
the  inert  ingredients  in  the  descending  order  of  the  percentage  of  each  present 
in  each  classification,  together  with  the  total  percentages  of  the  inert  ingredients. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  "SKEETER  BEATER"  Unit  was  further  mis- 
1  uanded  within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that  the  retail  carton  of  the  "SKEETER 
BEATER"  Unit  which  contained  1  "SKEETER  BEATER"  and  12  "SMOLDERS" 
stated : 

"SKEETER  BEATER 

BANDWAGON  MFG.,  INC 

413  SUMMER  ST., 

BOSTON,  MASS." 

which  implied  that  Bandwagon  Mfg.,  Inc.,  413  Summer  St.,  Boston,  Mass.,  was 
the  manufacturer  of  the  product,  whereas  it  was  not. 

On  August  9,  1954,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be  given  by  the 
United  States  Marshal  to  a  charitable  institution  for  use  aud  not  for  sale. 

219.  Lack  of  registration  and  required  information  on  labels  of  "S.  A.  C.  BRAND 

10%   DDT  DUST"  and  "S.  A.  C.  BRAND  LINDANE  COPPER  DUST." 

U.  S.  i;.  55  fifty-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "S.  A.  C.  BRAND  10%  DDT 

DUST,"  and  GO  fifty-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "S.  A.  C.  BRAND 

LINDANE  COPPER  DUST."    Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture, 

and  destruction.      (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  253.     I.  D.  Nos.  29250  and  29251.) 

The  products  "S.  A.  C.  BRAND  10%  DDT  DUST"  and  "S.  A.  C.  BRAND 

LINDANE  COPPER  DUST"  were  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide, 

Fungicide,  and  Kodenticide  Act. 

An  examination  of  the  products  showed  that  the  labels  borne  by  the  con- 
tainers failed  to  bear  a  statement  of  net  weight  or  measure  of  content. 

On  .May  L8,  1954,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Georgia,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  Slates  IMslrict  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  con- 
fiscation of  55  fifty-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "S.  A.  C.  BRAND  10%  DDT 
DUST,"  and  Co  titty-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "S.  A.  C.  BRAND  LINDANE 
COPPER  DUST"  at  Glennville.  Ga.,  alleging  that  the  products  were  economic 
poisons  which  had  been  delivered  for  interstate  shipment  from  Charleston, 
S.  C,  on  or  about  April  17,  1954,  by  Mixon  Seed  Company,  in  violation  of  the  act. 
It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 
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It  was  alleged  that  the  products  further  failed  to  comply  with  the  provisions 
of  the  act  in  that  the  labels  borne  by  the  products  did  not  bear  statements  of  net 
weight  or  measure  of  the  content. 

On  August  11,  1954,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  United  States  Marshal 
destroy  the  products. 

220.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "O-GO."    U.  S.  v.  141  six-ounce 

containers,  more  or  less,  of  "O-GO."  Default  decree  of  condemnation, 
forfeiture,  and  destruction.     (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  257.     I.  D.  No.  29151.) 

The  product  "O-GO''  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungi- 
cide, and  Rodenticide  Act  and  an  examination  of  the  product  showed  that  the 
label  borne  by  the  product  failed  to  bear  an  ingredient  statement. 

On  May  19,  1954,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Massachusetts, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of 
141  six-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "O-GO"  at  Holyoke,  Mass.,  alleging 
that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate 
on  or  about  June  23,  1953,  by  Capco  from  Cleveland,  Ohio,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  its  label  did 
not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  and  percentage  of  each  of  the 
active  ingredients,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients, 
or  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  names  of  each  of  the  active  and  each  of  the 
inert  ingredients  in  the  descending  order  of  the  percentage  of  each  present  in 
each  classification,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients. 

On  July  26,  1954,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy  the 
product. 

221.  Lack  of  registration  of  "MALAMINE"  and  "MALO-CHLOR."    U.  S.  v.  15 

one-gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "MALAMINE"  and  47  two-pound 
containers,  more  or  less,  of  "MALO-CHLOR."  Default  decree  of  con- 
demnation, forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  260.  I.  D.  Nos. 
29323  and  29327.) 

The  products  "MALAMINE"  and  "MALO-CHLOR"  were  not  registered  under 
the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  July  6,  1954,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  Illi- 
nois, acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of  15  one-gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "MALAMINE"  and  47  two-pound 
containers,  more  or  less,  of  "MALO-CHLOR"  at  Peoria,  111.,  alleging  that  the 
products  were  economic  poisons  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or 
about  April  20,  1954,  and  May  14,  1954,  by  Maloney  Chemical  Company,  from 
Green  Bay,  Wis.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

On  September  27,  1954,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  default  decree  of  con- 
demnation and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was 
ordered  to  destroy  the  products. 

222.  Lack  of  registration  of  "PILGRIM  PINE  OIL  DISINFECTANT— COEF.  5." 

U.  S.  v.  10  one-gallon  containers  and  1,128  one-pint  containers,  more  or 
less,  of  "PILGRIM  PINE  OIL  DISINFECTANT— COEF.  5."  Default  de- 
cree of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  215. 
I.  D.  Nos.  26251  and  26252.) 

The  product  "PILGRIM  PINE  OIL  DISINFECTANT— COEF.  5"  was  not 
registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  December  5,  1952,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Mississippi,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  con- 
fiscation of  10  one-gallon  containers  and  1,126  one-pint  containers,  more  or  less, 
of  "PILGRIM  PINE  OIL  DISINFECTANT— COEF.  5"  at  Gulfport,  Miss.,  alleg- 
ing that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  inter- 
state on  or  about  October  2,  1952,  and  October  31,  1952,  by  Pilgrim  Chemical 
Company  from  New  Orleans,  La.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 
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On  May  25,  1954,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  United  States  Marshal  destroy 
the  product. 

223.  Lack  of  registration  and  required  information  and  misbranding  of  "INSECT- 

VAPOR  ELECTRIC  UNIT."  U.  S.  v.  71  "INSECT-VAPOR  ELECTRIC 
UNITS,"  more  or  less,  and  71  leaflets,  more  or  less,  captioned  "INSECT- 
VAPOR  ELECTRIC  UNIT  LIKE  MAGIC."  Default  decree  of  condemna- 
tion and  forfeiture.     (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  237.    I.  D.  No.  27037.) 

The  product  "INSECT-VAPOR  ELECTRIC  UNIT"  was  not  registered  under 
the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  An  examination  of  the 
product  showed  that  the  outside  containers  or  wrappers  of  the  retail  packages 
did  not  bear  a  statement  of  the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  content,  or  a 
statement  of  the  name  and  address  of  the  manufacturer,  registrant,  or  person 
for  whom  manufactured,  or  a  statement  of  the  name,  brand,  or  trade-mark 
under  which  the  said  product  was  sold.  An  examination  of  the  retail  cartons 
containing  one  "INSECT-VAPOR  ELECTRIC  UNIT"  and  one  5*4-ounce  con- 
tainer of  "INSECT-VAPOR  CRYSTALS"  also  showed  that  they  did  not  bear 
an  ingredient  statement. 

On  October  11,  1953,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Arizona, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court,  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  71 
"INSECT-VAPOR  ELECTRIC  UNITS,"  more  or  less,  and  71  leaflets,  more  or 
less,  captioned  "INSECT- VAPOR  ELECTRIC  UNIT  LIKE  MAGIC"  at  Tucson, 
Ariz.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  trans- 
ported interstate  on  or  about  June  9,  1953,  by  Insect  Vapor  Products  Company 
from  Dallas,  Tex.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  retail  cartons  containing  one  "INSECT-VAPOR 
ELECTRIC  UNIT,"  one  5i/i-ounce  container  of  "INSECT- VAPOR  CRYSTALS," 
and  one  leaflet  "INSECT- VAPOR  ELECTRIC  UNIT  LIKE  MAGIC"  did  not  bear 
on  the  outside  containers  or  wrappers  of  the  retail  package  of  the  economic 
poison  a  statement  of  the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  content,  or  a  statement 
of  the  name  and  address  of  the  manufacturer,  registrant,  or  person  for  whom 
manufactured,  or  a  statement  of  the  name,  brand,  or  trade-mark  under  which 
the  article  was  sold. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  retail  cartons  containing  one  "INSECT-VAPOR 
ELECTRIC  UNIT,"  one  514-ounce  container  of  "INSECT-VAPOR  CRYSTALS," 
and  one  leaflet  "INSECT-VAPOR  ELECTRIC  UNIT  LIKE  MAGIC"  did  not  bear 
on  the  outside  containers  or  wrappers  of  the  retail  package  of  the  economic 
poison  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  and  percentage  of  each  of  the 
active  ingredients,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients, 
or  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  names  of  each  of  the  active  and  each  of 
the  inert  ingredients  in  the  descending  order  of  the  percentage  of  each  present 
in  each  classification,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients. 

On  November  17,  1953,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  default  decree  of  con- 
demnation was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  LTnited  States  Marshal  release 
the  seized  merchandise  from  its  custody  into  the  custody  of  the  Superintendent 
of  the  Federal  Prison  Camp  at  Tucson,  Ariz.,  or  to  his  duly  authorized  repre- 
sentative for  use  as  an  insecticide  at  the  prison  camp,  and  for  no  other  purpose. 

224.  Lack  of  registration  of  "PERMA-HEALTH  TV  CRYSTALS,"  "LINDANE 

(INSECTICIDE),"  and  "USE  ONLY  IN  THE  PERMA-HEALTH  TV 
LAMP  VAPORIZER"  Insecticide.  U.  S.  v.  294  two-gram  containers,  more 
or  less,  of  "PERMA-HEALTH  TV  CRYSTALS,"  23  two-ounce  containers, 
more  or  less,  of  "LINDANE  (INSECTICIDE),"  and  21  two-ounce  bottles, 
more  or  less,  of  "USE  ONLY  IN  THE  PERMA-HEALTH  TV  LAMP 
VAPORIZER"  Insecticide.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture, 
and  destruction.     ( I.  F.  &  R.  No.  240.     I.  D.  No.  28S21. ) 

The  products  "PERMA-HEALTH  TV  CRYSTALS,"  "LINDANE  (INSECTI- 
CIDE)," and  "USE  ONLY  IN  THE  PERMA-HEALTH  TV  LAMP  VAPORIZER" 
Insecticide  were  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticide  Act. 

Acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  the  United  States 
Attorney  for  the  Western  District  of  Missouri,  filed  in  the  United  States  District 
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Court,  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  294  two-gram 
containers,  more  or  less,  of  "PERMA-HEALH  TV  CRYSTALS,"  23  two-ounce 
containers,  more  or  less,  of  "LINDANE  (INSECTICIDE),"  and  21  two-ounce 
bottles,  more  or  less,  of  "USE  ONLY  IN  THE  PERMA-HEALTH  TV  LAMP 
VAPORIZER"  Insecticide,  alleging  that  the  products  were  economic  poisons 
which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  August  22,  1953,  by  Home 
Maintenance  from  Hutchinson,  Kans.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

On  January  4, 1954,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  United  States  Marshal 
destroy  the  products. 

225.  Lack  of  registration  of  "CIPACO  PINE  OIL  DISINFECTANT— COEF.  5" 

and  "FOREST  FRESH  PINE  OIL  DISINFECTANT— COEF.  5."    U.  S.  v. 
1,246  16-ounce  bottles,  more  or  less,  of  "CIPACO  PINE  OIL  DISIN- 
FECTANT COEF.  5,"  and  4.318  16-ounce  bottles,  more  or  less,  of  "FOR- 
EST FRESH  PINE  OIL  DISINFECTANT— COEF.  5."    Consent  decree 
of  condemnation  and  release  under  bond.    (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  241.    I.  D.  Nos. 
27978  and  27980.) 
The  products,  "CIPACO  PINE  OIL  DISINFECTANT— COEF.  5"  and  "FOR- 
EST FRESH  PINE  OIL  DISINFECTANT— COEF.  5"  were  not  registered  under 
the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  November  19,  1953,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  Mississippi,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  States  District  Court,  a  libel  praying  seizure  of  condemnation  and  con- 
fiscation of  1,246  16-ounce  bottles,  more  or  less,  of  "CIPACO  PINE  OIL  DISIN- 
FECTANT COEF.  5,"  and  4,318  16-ounce  bottles,  more  or  less,  of  "FOREST 
FRESH  PINE  OIL  DISINFECTANT— COEF.  5"  at  Gulfport,  Miss.,  alleging  that 
the  products  "CIPACO  PINE  OIL  DISINFECTANT— COEF.  5"  and  "FOREST 
FRESH  PINE  OIL  DISINFECTANT— COEF.  5"  were  economic  poisons  which 
had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  June  11,  1953,  July  30,  1953,  Septem- 
ber 9,  1953,  and  October  16,  1953,  by  Pilgrim  Chemical  Company  from  New 
Orleans,  La.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

J.  E.  Bailey,  doing  business  as  City  Paper  Company  and  Gulf  Wholesale 
Company,  a  corporation,  both  of  Gulfport,  Miss.,  claimed  ownership  of  the 
products  and  requested  their  release  under  bond  pursuant  to  the  act  and  con- 
sented to  the  entry  of  a  decree  of  condemnation.  On  February  15,  1954,  a  decree 
of  condemnation  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  products  be  released 
to  the  claimants  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  them  into  compliance  with  the  act. 

226.  Lack  of  registration  of  "METRO  INSECT  POWDER  NO.  1"  and  "METRO 

10%  DDT  INSECTICIDE  NO.  1."    U.  S.  v.  238  eight-ounce  containers, 
more  or  less,  of  "METRO  INSECT  POWDER  NO.  1,"  and  119  one-quart 
containers,  more  or  less,  of  "METRO  10%  DDT  INSECTICIDE  NO.  1" 
Decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.     (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  250.     I.  D.  Nos. 
28480  and  284S1. ) 
The  products  "METRO  INSECT  POWDER  NO.  1"  and  "METRO  10%  DDT 
INSECTICIDE  NO.  1"  were  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungi- 
cide, and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  March  26,  1954,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
California,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  of  condemnation  and  con- 
fiscation of  238  eight-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "METRO  INSECT  POW- 
DER NO.  1"  and  119  one-quart  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "METRO  10%  DDT 
INSECTICIDE  NO.  1"  at  San  Pedro,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  products  were 
economic  poisons  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  September 
4,  1953,  by  Imperial  Products  Co.,  from  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  in  violation  of  the 
act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

On  May  13,  1954,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  products  be  delivered  to  the 
United  States  Department  of  Agi'iculture,  Forest  Service,  Los  Angeles,  California. 
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227.  Lack  of  registration  of  "CEDAR-SCENT  MOTH  REPELLENT."    U.  S.  v. 

1,144  two-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "CEDAR-SCENT  MOTH 
REPELLENT."  Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  release  under  bond. 
(I.  F.  &  R.  No.  264.     I.  D.  No.  28982.) 

The  product  "CEDAR-SCENT  MOTH  REPELLENT"  was  not  registered  under 
the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  August  6,  1954,  the  United  Stales  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court,  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of 
1,144  two-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "CEDAR-SCENT  MOTH  REPEL- 
LENT" at  Washington,  D.  C,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison 
which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  June  3,  19.14,  by  The  Scent-A- 
Room  Company,  Division  of  Corona  Mills.  Inc..  from  Lawrence.  Mass..  in  viola- 
tion of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

On  August  6,  1954,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered  and 
it  was  ordered  that  the  United  States  Marshal  destroy  the  product. 

228.  Lack  of  registration  and  required  information,  and  misbranding  of  "CARE." 

U.  S.  v.  501  eight-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "CARE."  Consent 
decree  of  condemnation  and  release  under  bond.  (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  261. 
I.D.  No.  29315.) 

The  product  "CARE"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungi- 
cide, and  Rodenticide  Act. 

An  examination  of  the  product  showed  that  the  label  borne  by  it  did  not  bear 
a  statement  of  the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  content,  an  ingredient  state- 
ment, or  adequate  directions  for  use.    The  product  was  also  otherwise  misbranded. 

On  July  ('.,  l!t.")4,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Iowa,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court,  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of  501  eight-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "CARE"  at  Des  Moines.  Iowa, 
alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported 
interstate  on  or  about  February  11,  1954,  by  John's  Greenhouse  from  Kansas 
City,  Mo.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  had  not  been  registered  with  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  label  borne  by  the  product  did  not  bear  a 
statement  of  the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  content. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  label  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name 
and  percentage  of  each  of  the  active  ingredients,  together  with  the  total  per- 
centage of  the  inert  ingredients,  or  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  names 
of  each  of  the  active  and  each  of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the  descending  order 
of  the  percentage  of  each  present  in  each  classification,  together  with  the  total 
percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients. 

It  was  farther  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  the  labeling  accompanying  the  product  did  not  contain  direc- 
tions for  use  which  are  necessary  and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  for  the  protec- 
tion of  the  public. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  the  label 
stated  "ROSS  DANIELS,  IXC.  Tin  Mulberry,  Des  Moines.  Iowa"  which  implied 
or  represented  that  "KOSS  DANIELS.  IXC."  was  the  manufacturer  of  the 
product  :  whereas,  it  was  not  the  manufacturer. 

John  D.  Overby  and  Alberta  Overby,  doing  business  as  John's  Greenhouse, 
Kansas  City.  Mo.,  claimed  ownership  of  the  product  and  requested  its  release 
under  bond  pursuant  to  the  act  and  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree  of 
condemnation.  On  September  1'".  1954,  a  decree  of  condemnation  was  entered 
and  it  wa>  ordered  that  the  product  be  released  to  the  claimants  under  bond 
for  the  purpose  of  removing  the  product  from  the  requirements  of  the  Federal 
insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

229.  Lack  of  registration  and  required  information,  and  misbranding  of  "DALA- 

MAR-X FLY  KILLER"  Units  and  "REFILL  FOR  DALAMAR-X  FLY 
KILLER."  U.  S.  v.  102  "DALAMAR-X  FLY  KILLER"  Units,  more  or 
less,  and  55  packages,  more  or  less,  of  "REFILL  FOR  DALAMAR-X  FLY 
KILLER."  Decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (I.  F. 
&  R.  No.  263.     I.  D.  Xo.  2441S.) 
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The  products  "DALAMAR-X  FLY  KILLER"  Units  and  "REFILL  FOR 
DALAMAR-X  FLY  KILLER"  were  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecti- 
cide, Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

An  examination  of  the  retail  cartons  containing  one  "DALAMAR-X  FLY 
KILLER  *  *  *  ELECTRIC  WALL  MODEL  VAPORIZER"  and  one  package  of 
"REFILL  FOR  DALAMAR-X  FLY  KILLER  *  *  *  DOOMANE"  showed  that 
the  outside  containers  or  wrappers  of  the  retail  packages  did  not  bear  a  state- 
ment of  the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents.  They  also  failed  to  bear  an 
ingredient  statement. 

On  August  7,  1954,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Nevada, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court,  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  102 
"DALAMAR-X  FLY  KILLER"  Units,  more  or  less,  and  55  packages,  more  or 
less,  of  "REFILL  FOR  DALAMAR-X  FLY  KILLER"  at  Reno,  Nev.,  alleging 
that  the  products  were  economic  poisons  which  had  been  transported  interstate 
on  May  10,  1954,  by  Fly  Doom,  Inc.,  from  Vallejo,  Calif.,  in  violation  of  the 
act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  outside  container  of  the  retail  package  of  the  product 
"DALAMAR-X  FLY  KILLER"  Unit  did  not  bear  a  statement  of  the  net  weight 
or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  label  on  the  outside  container  of  the  retail 
package  of  the  product  "DALAMAR-X  FLY  KILLER"  Unit  did  not  bear  an 
ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  and  percentage  of  each  of  the  active  in- 
gredients, together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  or  an  in- 
gredient statement  giving  the  names  of  each  of  the  active  and  each  of  the  inert 
ingredients  in  the  descending  order  of  the  percentage  of  each  present  in  each 
classification,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients. 

On  September  23,  1954,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemna- 
tion and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  United  States 
Marshal  destroy  the  products. 

230.  Lack  of  registration  of  "FUCO  BRAND  15%  FERMATE,"  "FUCO  BRAND 
DITHANE  Z-78-10%,"  "FUCO  BRAND  RAT  KILL,"  "FUCO  BRAND 
1%  SUPER  A-P  1%  ENDRIN  TOBACCO  DUST,"  "FUCO  BRAND 
TOMATO  DUST  *  *  *  CALCIUM  ARSENATE  NOT  LESS  THAN  20%," 
and  "FUCO  BRAND  TOMATO  DUST  6.2%  DITHANE— 3%  D.  D.  T." 
U.  S.  v.  15  fifty-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "FUCO  BRAND  15% 
FERMATE;"  3  fifty-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "FUCO  BRAND 
DITHANE  Z-78-10%;"  7  fifty-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "FUCO 
BRAND  RAT  KILL;"  20  fifty-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "FUCO 
BRAND  1%  SUPER  A-P  1%  ENDRIN  TOBACCO  DUST;"  20  fifty-pound 
bags,  more  or  less,  of  "FUCO  BRAND  TOMATO  DUST  *  *  *  CALCIUM 
ARSENATE,  NOT  LESS  THAN  20%;"  and  20  fifty-pound  bags,  more  or 
less,  of  "FUCO  BRAND  TOMATO  DUST  6.2%  DITHANE— 3%  D.  D.  T." 
Decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (I.  F.  &  R.  No. 
256.     I.  D.  Nos.  29228,  29229,  29230,  29234,  29235,  29237.) 

The  products  "FUCO  BRAND  15%  FERMATE,"  "FUCO  BRAND  DITHANE 
Z-78-10%,"  "FUCO  BRAND  RAT  KILL,"  "FUCO  BRAND  1%  SUPER  A-P  1% 
ENDRIN  TOBACCO  DUST,"  "FUCO  BRAND  TOMATO  DUST  *  *  *  CAL- 
CIUM ARSENATE  NOT  LESS  THAN  20%,"  and  "FUCO  BRAND  TOMATO 
DUST  6.2%  DITHANE— 3%  D.  D.  T."  were  not  registered  under  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  May  14,  1954,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  middle  District  of 
Georgia,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court,  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of ,15  fiftv-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "FUCO  BRAND  15%  FERMATE;"  3 
fifty-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "FUCO  BRAND  DITHANE  Z-78— 10%  ;*' 
7  fifty  pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "FUCO  BRAND  RAT  KILL;"  20  fifty-pound 
bags,  more  or  less,  of  "FUCO  BRAND  1%  SUPER  A-P  1%  ENDRIN  TOBACCO 
DUST ;"  20  fifty-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "FUCO  BRAND  TOMATO  DUST 
*  *  *  CALCIUM  ARSENATE  NOT  LESS  THAN  20%;"  and  20  fifty-pound 
bags,  more  or  less,  of  "FUCO  BRAND  TOMATO  DUST  6.2%  DITHANE— 3% 
D.  D.  T."  at  Adel,  Ga.,  alleging  that  the  products  were  economic  poisons  which 
had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  February  1,  1954,  March  11,  1954, 
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April  3,  1954,  and  April  13,  1954  by  Puco  Chemical  Co.,  from  Live  Oak,  Fla.,  in 
violation  of  the  act. 

None  of  the  products  "FUCO  BRAND  15%  FERMATE,"  "FUCO  BRAND 
DITHANE  Z-7S— 10%,"  and  "FUCO  BRAND  TOMATO  DUST  *  *  *  CALCIUM 
ARSENATE  NOT  LESS  THAN  20%"  was  found. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

On  September  20,  1954,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemna- 
tion and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  United  States 
Marshal  destroy  the  products. 
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